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Honorable Walter J. Kavanaugh
State of New Jersey
New Jersey General Assembly - 16th District
76 North Bridge Street
Somerville, New Jersey 08876

Dear Mr. Kavanaugh:

This is in response to your letter, dated December 21, 1990,
requesting information regarding the property owned by Joyce and
David Major of Gillette, New Jersey. The Majors are concerned
about a number of recent activities by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) in addressing asbestos contamination in
the Great Swamp area of New Jersey.

The primary concern expressed in your constituents' letter
deals with EPA's decision not to reestablish a horse riding track
on their property. The following discussion outlines EPA's
position with respect to this issue and sets forth the reasons
why, despite every consideration, the Agency cannot reestablish
the horse riding track.

The Majors' property is part of the Asbestos Dump Site
listed on the National Priorities List established pursuant to
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and
Liability Act, as amended (CERCLA). In August 1990, EPA
collected soil samples from the property which exhibited the
presence of up to five percent (5%) chrysotile asbestos. EPA
transmitted this data to the Agency for Toxic Substances and
Disease Registry (ATSDR) for review and consultation. Based upon
this data, ATSDR advised EPA that, among other things, residents
should be disassociated from the asbestos contamination and that
activities which generate dust (such as horseback riding) should
be terminated. EPA and ATSDR informed the Majors of these
conclusions and of the need to close the riding track on various
occasions, including meetings held in August and September 1990. >

o
In the interest of expediting activities to reduce the

potential for asbestos exposure and migration to protect public g
health, EPA elected not to exercise legal alternatives to close 10
the riding track but instead considered the Majors' request to
relocate the riding track elsewhere on their property. EPA °
concluded that it could not properly reestablish the riding *.
track; this decision was discussed with the Majors at a fl<-i
December 19, 1990 meeting with my staff. ']
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Sincerely,
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^Constantine Sidamon-Eristoff
Regional Administrator
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